. 18 December 1970

SUBJECT: Photo Compapisgn of Capt. Horace H. FLEMING, -
111, Cas=.Noa 12,423

Although it is possible that POW's head
contour and temporal recession arxe similar
to Captain FLEMING's the poor quality and angle
of the POW photograph makes a meaningful com-
parison impossible.
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. 18 December 1970

SUBJECT: Photo Comparisgn of Capt. Horace H. FLEMING, -
111, Case.Noa 12,423 .

Although it is possible that POW's head
contour and temporal recession are similar
to Captain FLEMING's the poor quality and angle
of the POW photograph makes a meaningful com-
parison impossible.
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DATE: %74;//>c
7

MEMORANDUM FOR: /Military Service/

SUBJECT : Results of Photo Comparison,

v

- Casc No. :2 ¥23 )
. . . - 4, A v —_—r
REFERENCE : Request frog NOK of _//sz/- /Kftuh /{, d/z«.w«.f__-’.’)

1. Transmitted hercwith are results of photo comparison
analysis betwecn the Christmas 1969 film of American PWs in .
North Vietnam and photographs submitted with reference.

2. The evidence cited in the attacheéd report does not
constitute definitive proof of the status or identity of in-

dividuals portrayed in the questioned photographs.

3.

»

4. All materials received from your office in connection
with subject request are Teturned herewizth.

FOR THE CHIEF:

-

Attachments: . .
(1) Christmas 19069 comparison No. 5 S5 —=£7¢~
(2) Materials submitted with request

(a) Overlay ‘
(b) 2. precapture photos
(c) Other:

.
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MEMORANDUH FOR: /Military Service/

SUBJECT . Results of Photo Comparison,
Casc No. +2 ¥273 .

' N * . ” - ’ —
REFERENCE :  Request erQ NOK of 5§«¢fﬁf4éux;,Aﬁ:jﬁiquﬁafgfﬁf

1. Transmitted hercwith are results of photo comparison
analysis between the Christmas 1969 film of American PWs in .
North Vietnam and photographs submitted with reference.

2. The evidence cited in the attachéd rcport does not
constitute definitive proof of the status or identity of in-
dividuals portrayed in the questioned photographs. : -

3.

* 4. All materials received from your office in connection
with subject request are Teturned herewith.

FOR THE CHIEE:

Attachments: L -
(1) Christmas 1969 comparison No. s SV ™=£7¢~>
(2) Materials submitted with request

(a) Overlay :
(b) Z_ precapture photos

(c) Othexr:
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1 10TO COMPARISON ANALYSIS RESULTS: Christmas 1869 No. ,-:.I‘/',".’F,’;;.rv;,[*f

Militarxy 1. (U) Summary of request: (Date rcceived: _ - )
Service; _ | .
- a. Pleasc comparc the attached prcicapture
- photographs of iwith the.

Christmas 1969 Film obtained by Recpresentative
Zion, especially prints numbered DIA

USN USA% . .
b. Sec attached overlay for exact tocation of
image to be compared. .
- TSD/ 2. (U) “Summary of comparison pexrformed: _ -

a. The following frames were chosen for comparison -
with the photographs submitted: (Fya— T2

e

b. y technicians workihg indcpendentiy of each
. otier analyzed the identifiable features listed .
below.

3. (CONFIDENTIAL) Results of analysis:
a. (U) Quality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable
features. '

‘ b. (U) Quality of frames jn Christmas film: Adequate/
: inadequate for analysis of rccognizable features.

) c. (C) The following fcatures wvere considered similax:
. / ’
(23
(3) - L

Q) ./
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d. (C) The folloﬁiqg features were considered dis-
similar:”™ .

e

» ) | T
(2)
- (3) .
(a) - ' ) : ]
(5)-
e. (0U0) Conclusion:

——

. :

() Im view of the similarity in general
appearance and significant number of
similar features,
could be the subject of the quéstioned
photographs. .

(2) 1In view of the afgﬁificant number of
differences in distinguishable f£caturaes

prcbably is not

the subjcct/oE the questicned photo-

»

. ///’ _graphs.
. (3) / In view of the qualify of ﬁhotpgraphy T -
"/ and the small mumber of distinguishable

features which could be compared, no
conclusion can be reached..

£. (U) The same image has been compared with pre-

capture photographs of ' Air Froxce, ;
Navy, Marine, —  Army, and
civilian personncl.
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Attachments:
.(a2) Overlay or questioned photo .
‘(b) Pxecapture photo -

I3
s

/

WARNING: This photo comparison analysis was
perforned utilizing the best available tech- -
niques, however, the quality of the photo-

_graphs in question precluded positive identi-

Fication. Thexe may be other overriding fac-
tors concerning the individual's case which.

could confirm.or invalidate the photo compari- ,
son analysis. ‘
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